Religion

ciples. Nothing could be less true. Neither internally in
the relation of the State to individual citizens, nor exter-
nally in the relation of State to State, can the Christianity
of Christ control crowds. A Chinese official wrote, "Your
" civilisation has never been Christian, whereas ours is
"Confucian through and through.. .. With you economic
"relations come first." The reason is simple. Confu-
cius thought in terms of crowds, Christ in terms of indi-
vidual men. Therefore the Chinese "look first to the
"society and then to the individual;" Christianity regards
the individual. Only the Judaism beneath it is a true
crowd-religion.

The relations between one crowd and another are not
of the same kind as the relations between two individuals.
The latter may be Christians and may behave to one
another as such, but crowds cannot be Christians at all,
not being men. Nations indeed conduct their mutual
relations through individuals, but those cannot act as in-
dependent men would act, because they are not indepen-
dent men but crowd-representatives, and they must act
as their crowds would have them. Two diplomatists may
have a deep affection for one another, and yet it may be
their business to declare to one another that their nations
are at war. The relations of crowd-representatives then
cannot be governed by the principles that govern the
relations of independent individuals. The latter may
behave to one another as Christians; the former cannot.
It is the first duty of Christians to love one another.
How is that possible for crowds? If love is the fulfilling
of the law, crowds cannot fulfil the law. Crowds cannot
love one another. They may join in hostility to a third
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